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REMARKS/ARGUMENTS 

Claims 2-44 are pending. Claim 1 is canceled and replaced with new claim 44. The 
new claim was submitted because of the extensive amendments to claim to conform with the 
election of Group I and the nomenclature related amendments. Claims 2, 3, 7, 1 1, 15, 19, 23, 
27, 31, 35-37, 39, 42 and 43 are amended. 

Claims 35 and 36 are objected to because of certain informalities in the formulas. 
Claim 39 is objected to because of a missing space after the number "1" in line 1. Applicants 
believe that the present amendments address these objections. 

Claims 1-34 and 36-43 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, second paragraph as 
allegedly indefinite due the nomenclature terms "alkyleno", "heteroalkyleno", "aryleno", 
"heteroaryleno", "halyleno", and "hydroxyleno". As suggested by the Examiner, new claim 
44 uses the terms "alkyl", "heteroalkyl", "aryl", "heteroaryl", "halo", and "hydroxyl." In 
addition, the term "heteroalkyeno" is replaced with the term "heteroalkyl". Based on the 
amendments, Applicants respectfully request reconsideration and withdrawal of the rejection. 

Claims 1-34 and 36-43 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, second paragraph as 
allegedly indefinite for the inclusion of cycloalkyl in the definition of alkyl. Claim 44 is 
amended to include the term "cycloalkyl" in addition to "alkyl." The amendment is believed 
to remove any confusion as to the meaning of the term. The basis for this amendment can be 
found, for example, at page 8, lines 11-12. Applicants respectfully request reconsideration 
and withdrawal of the rejection. 

Claim 2 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, second paragraph as allegedly indefinite 
for the use of the term "-alkyl(heteroyl)". The claim is also rejected as allegedly lacking 
antecedent basis for the same term. Claim 2 is amended to replace this term with 
"heteroalkyl" The basis for this amendment can be found, for example, at page 4, lines 3-14. 
This amendment is believed to overcome the rejections of record. 

Claims 39 and 41 stand rejected as allegedly indefinite for the use of the term 
"reaction group." Applicants have amended claim 39 to replace the disputed term with "N 3 ". 
In view of this amendment, Applicants believe that the rejection is moot. 

As suggested by the Examiner, claim 42 has been amended to depend from claim 38, 
removing the basis for the lack of antecedent basis allegation. 
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Claim 43 is rejected because the term "prodrug' allegedly lacks antecedent basis in 
claim 42 and is allegedly indefinite. While the Applicants do not agree with these 
allegations, claim 43 has been amended to remove the term "prodrug" in order to further 
prosecution. 

Claims 39 and 41 are rejected as allegedly failing to comply with the written 
description requirement. As best understood, the allegation concerns an allegation of lack of 
specificity of the "G" group. In view of the amendment to claim 39, where "G" is defined as 
"N 3 ", Applicants believe that this rejection is moot. 

Claim 42 stands rejected as allegedly lacking enablement due to the use of the term "a 
desired result." While not agreeing with the allegation, Applicants have removed the 
"desired result" language to further prosecution. Applicants respectfully request 
reconsideration and withdrawal of the rejection. 

The rejection of claim 43 as allegedly lacking enablement is believed to be moot in 
view of the amendment to the claim removing the term "prodrug." 

Claims 1, 37, 38, and 42 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(a) as allegedly 
anticipated by Antibiotica 1, 278-282 (1967) (the Clark reference). The definition of R 2 in 
the new claim differs from that of canceled claim 1 . The basis for this amendment can be 
found, for example, at page 4, line 3 to page 5, line 19 and Table 2 on page 54. In new claim 
44, R 2 cannot be NH 2 as depicted in the compound of the Clark reference. As such, 
Applicants respectfully request reconsideration and withdrawal of the rejection. 

Claims 1 and 37 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(a) as allegedly anticipated by J. 
Med. Chem. 18, 771-776 (1975) (the Coutsogeorgopoulos reference). In new claim 44, R 2 
cannot be NH 2 as depicted in the compound of the Coutsogeorgopoulos reference. In view of 
this amendment, Applicants ask for reconsideration and withdrawal of the rejection. 
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PATENT 



Applicants believe that the claims presently before the Examiner patentably define the 
invention over the art of record and are otherwise in condition for ready allowance. An early 
Office Action to that effect is, therefore, earnestly solicited. 



Woodcock Washburn LLP 
One Liberty Place - 46th Floor 
Philadelphia PA 19103 
Telephone: (215) 568-3100 
Facsimile: (215) 568-3439 



Respectfully submitted, 





Registration No. 42,637 
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